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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

Utility rejection was discussed; it was concluded that the claims will be amended to more specific embodiments having 
demonstratable utility and enablement. Art rejections of record were discussed and possible amendments to the 
claims as well as submission of Declaration showing unexpected results was discussed. 

It was agreed that since applicant has already submitted a response to outstanding Office action, the next Office action 
will be made non-final and will address mostly issues related to art rejections; subsequent changes in claim language 
will be addressing utility issue as well as remaining issues related to art rejections. . 



3 



